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getting an offense, played a part in bringing about the fall of Speran-sky in March, 1812. During the Napoleonic wars Arakcheev was Alexander's inseparable companion and trusted adviser, and after the struggle was over his influence was further enhanced. Appointed rapporteur of the recently established committee of ministers, he became the only link between that body and the monarch; that is, the decisions of the committee and the reports of individual ministers were, with rare exceptions, submitted to the tsar by Arakcheev and not by the heads of the executive departments or by the president of the committee of ministers. Thus, without holding a portfolio, Arakcheev actually occupied a position akin to that of a prime minister. Moreover, he was put in charge of the military colonies in which Alexander was so inordinately interested. His hold over the administration of affairs of state was further strengthened by the emperor's frequent and protracted absences from the capital. Possessed by a seemingly insatiable restlessness, the tsar spent much of his time spanning at record speed the vast expanses of his empire or in traveling abroad, and it was the common belief of contemporary observers that in the later years of Alexander's reign Arakcheev was all-powerful.
The influence of Arakcheev, however, was by no means as comprehensive as is often imagined. It will be remembered that Golitsin and Koshelev, both of whom Arakcheev hated, were during the same period very close to Alexander and that Golitsin was not deprived of his ministerial office until May, 1824. A year earlier Peter Volkonsky, another enemy of Arakcheev, was forced to resign as chief of the general staff and went abroad "for reasons of health," but he retained his court charges and was soon readmitted to the tsar's intimate circle. Arakcheev also failed, in spite of the powerful support of his creature, Photius, to bring about the dissolution of the Bible Society. These facts strongly suggest that Alexander did not unreservedly hand over to Arakcheev the reins of the government.
Historians have been greatly puzzled by the seemingly inexplicable partnership of Alexander and Arakcheev. Historical tradition, encouraged until early in this century by censorship restrictions, has pictured the favorite as a consummate villain of the darkest hue and has held him responsible for the harsh and reactionary nature of the closing years of Alexander's rule. Many allegations against his personal character are well founded. He was dissolute, reactionary, ambitious, rude, vindictive, and perversely cruel to a degree verging on sadism.